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DETAILED ACTION 
C/a/m Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can 
be found in a prior Office action. 

5 

Claims 2-4, 6-8, 10-12, and 30-41 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Thomas (U.S. Patent 6,421 ,339 B1 ) in view of Tiedemann, Jr. et al. 
(U.S. Patent 5,862,471). 

1 0 Regarding claim 2, Thomas discloses "a method for providing H.323 alias 

address portability to an H.323 user in real-time H.323 multimedia communications 
wherein a geographical location is divided into home/visitor zones, and wherein each 
home/visitor zone has an associated home gatekeeper that maintains a centralized 
home/visitor location database for home and visitor location information wherein 

15 administrative zones of the geographical location [of] the centralized home/visitor 

location database [are] known and the H.323 user is registered with a home gatekeeper 
for the home zone of the H.323 user (figure 1 , elements 63, 66, 68, 70 are home/visitor 
administrative domain databases in different zones), comprising the steps of: 

sending, by the H.323 user, a message with a called H.323 entity's alias address, 

20 to the home gatekeeper to originate a call to the called H.323 entity (col. 5, lines 34-37 
where the ARQ message contains "Joe@networkA" which is the alias address; col. 5, 
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lines 45-46 shows the ARQ message is sent to the home gatekeeper when a call is 
placed by the H.323 user); 

translating, by the home gatekeeper, the alias address to a called routable alias 
address for the called H.323 entity (col. 5, lines 45-52 where the alias address is in the 
5 ARQ message which is sent to the home gatekeeper to translate the alias address into 
other aliases and lists of gateways, or in other words routing information); 

sending, by the home gatekeeper, the called routable alias address to the called 
H.323 entity (col. 5, lines 59-63 where by signaling the called entity the routable alias 
address must be sent to the called entity, otherwise the signaling information would not 
1 0 be correctly routed to the called entity; col. 5, lines 23-29 shows the gatekeeper sending 
and routing the call); 

placing the call to the called H.323 entity (col. 5, lines 59-63 where the call 
signaling is the placing of the call)..." 

However, Thomas lacks what Tiedemann discloses, that is "before sending, by 
1 5 the home gatekeeper, the called routable alias address to the called H.323 entity, the 
home gatekeeper notifies the H.323 user of an approximation of a cost of making the 
call (col. 2, lines 22-30; it should be noted that although Tiedemann lacks the 
notification of an approximation of cost in an H.323 system, Tiedemann does disclose a 
mobile system in which this takes place, for instance the mobile system of Thomas)." 
20 It would have been obvious to one with ordinary skill in the art at the time of 

invention to include the notification of an approximation of cost with the rest of the 
method for the purpose of allowing the user to decide whether or not to place a call 
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based on the cost of the call. The motivation being that this can save the user money in 
mobile phone charges. 

Regarding claim 31 . Thomas discloses "a method for providing H.323 alias 
5 address portability to an H.323 user in real-time H.323 multimedia communications 
wherein a geographical location is divided into home/visitor zones, and wherein each 
home/visitor zone has an associated home gatekeeper that maintains a centralized 
home/visitor location database for home and visitor location information wherein 
administrative zones of the geographical location [of] the centralized home/visitor 
10 location database [are] known and the H.323 user is registered with a home gatekeeper 
for the home zone of the H.323 user (figure 1, elements 63, 66, 68, 70 are home/visitor 
administrative domain databases in different zones), comprising the steps of: 

sending, by the H.323 user, a message with a called H.323 entity's alias address, 
to the home gatekeeper to originate a call to the called H.323 entity (col. 5, lines 34-37 
15 where the ARQ message contains "Joe@networkA" which is the alias address; col. 5, 
lines 45-46 shows the ARQ message is sent to the home gatekeeper when a call is 
placed by the H.323 user); 

translating, by the home gatekeeper, the alias address to a called routable alias 
address for the called H.323 entity (col. 5, lines 45-52 where the alias address is in the 
20 ARQ message which is sent to the home gatekeeper to translate the alias address into 
other aliases and lists of gateways, or in other words routing information); 
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sending, by the home gatekeeper, the called routable alias address to the called 
H.323 entity (col. 5, lines 59-63 where by signaling the called entity the routable alias 
address must be sent to the called entity, otherwise the signaling information would not 
be correctly routed to the called entity; col. 5, lines 23-29 shows the gatekeeper sending 
5 and routing the call); 

placing the call to the called H.323 entity (col. 5, lines 59-63 where the call 
signaling is the placing of the call)..." 

However, Thomas lacks what Tiedemann discloses, that is "before sending, by 
the home gatekeeper, the called routable alias address to the called H.323 entity, the 
10 home gatekeeper notifies the H,323 user of an approximation of a cost of making the 
call (col. 2, lines 22-30; it should be noted that although Tiedemann lacks the 
notification of an approximation of cost in an H.323 system, Tiedemann does disclose a 
mobile system in which this takes place, for instance the mobile system of Thomas)." 
It would have been obvious to one with ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
15 invention to include the notification of an approximation of cost with the rest of the 
method for the purpose of allowing the user to decide whether or not to place a call 
based on the cost of the call. The motivation being that this can save the user money in 
mobile phone charges. 

It should be noted that both Thomas and Tiedemann lack implementing the 
20 method using a computer program embodied on a computer readable medium, it would 
have been obvious to one with ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to have 
the method implemented by a computer program. The motivation being that this is the 
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only feasible and effective means of implementing a method in a digital communication 
system. 

In regard to claims 3 and 32, Thomas and Tiedemann disclose the methods of 
claims 2 and 31 . However, Tiedemann lacks what Thomas further discloses, that is 
"each administrative domain has at least one zone (figure 1 , elements 10 and 12 where 
each of these domains has at least one zone defined by their respective gatekeepers 
and HLRA/LR databases)." It would have been obvious to one with ordinary skill in the 
art at the time of invention to include the at least one zone in each administrative 
domain with the methods of claims 2 and 31 for the same reasons and motivation as in 
claims 2 and 31. 

In regard to claims 4 and 33, Thomas and Tiedemann disclose the methods of 
claims 2 and 31 . However, Tiedemann lacks what Thomas further discloses, that is "an 
1 5 alias address assigned to an H.323 user is kept fixed as the user moves from one place 
to another (col. 5, lines 5-7 where the roaming user is always referred to as "Joe" and 
therefore his alias address is fixed since no matter where "Joe" is he is always referred 
to as "Joe")." It would have been obvious to one with ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of invention to include the fixed alias address with the methods of claims 2 and 31 for 
20 the same reasons and motivation as in claims 2 and 31 . 
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In regard to claims 6 and 35, Thomas and Tiedemann disclose the methods of 
claims 2 and 31 . However, Tiedemann lacks what Thomas further discloses, that is "a 
domain for an alias address assigned to the H.323 user in an administrative domain is a 
donor domain (col. 3, line 67 and col. 4, lines 1-1 1 where "Joe" registers with an 
5 administrative domain by way of gatekeeper 44 and is given his donor domain or 

transient identity)." It would have been obvious to one with ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of invention to include the donor domain with the methods of claims 2 and 31 for 
the same reasons and motivation as in claims 2 and 31 . 

1 0 In regard to claims 7 and 36, Thomas and Tiedemann disclose the methods of 

claims 2 and 31 . However, Tiedemann lacks what Thomas further discloses, that is "the 
alias address assigned to the H.323 user is moved from a donor domain to a new 
domain due to roaming of the H.323 user, the new domain is called a recipient domain 
(col. 3, lines 45-47 where VU is later identified by his alias address "Joe" as can be read 

15 in col. 3, line 67 and col. 4, lines 1-5; where "Joe" is visiting a recipient domain 

controlled by gatekeeper 44 and he must register with gatekeeper 44)." It would have 
been obvious to one with ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to include the 
recipient domain with the methods of claims 2 and 31 for the same reasons and 
motivation as in claims 2 and 31 . 

20 

In regard to claims 8 and 37, Thomas and Tiedemann disclose the methods of 
claims 7 and 36. However, Tiedemann lacks what Thomas further discloses, that is "the 
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alias address in the recipient domain is referred to as a ported number (col. 5, lines 59- 
63)." It would have been obvious to one with ordinary sl<ill in the art at the time of 
invention to include the ported number with the methods of claims 8 and 37 for the 
same reasons and motivation as in claims 8 and 37. 

5 

In regard to claims 10 and 38, Thomas and Tiedemann disclose the methods of 
claims 2 and 31 . However, Tiedemann lacks what Thomas further discloses, that is 
"location information for the H.323 user is updated by querying, by the home 
gatekeeper, location databases during call establishment by the H.323 user (col. 3, lines 
10 60-64 where periodic basis can include during call establishment)." It would have been 
obvious to one with ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to include the location 
information being updated with the methods of claims 2 and 31 for the same reasons 
and motivation as in claims 2 and 31 . 



15 In regard to claims 1 1 and 39, Thomas and Tiedemann disclose the methods of 

claims 2 and 31. However, Tiedemann lacks what Thomas further discloses, that is "the 
call is placed directly by the H.323 user (col. 5, lines 23-29 although this is saying that 
the call is placed by the gatekeeper and not the H.323 user, it mentions that this is 
merely an alternative to having the H.323 user place the call directly)." It would have 

20 been obvious to one with ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to include the 
directly placed call with the methods of claims 2 and 31 for the same reasons and 
motivation as in claims 2 and 31 . 
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In regard to claims 12 and 40, Thomas and Tiedemann disclose the methods of 
claims 2 and 31 . However, Tiedemann lacks what Thomas further discloses, that is "the 
H.323 user moves to an administrative domain of the called H.323 entity and the call is 
5 placed via a home gatekeeper of the called H.323 entity (col. 6, lines 20-27 where this 
states that an H.323 user is able to roam and since the H.323 user is able to roam it can 
place calls as in col. 5, lines 45-52 where the H.323 user communicates with the visited 
gatekeeper (or the H.323 called entities gatekeeper) which then proceeds with the call 
setup)." It would have been obvious to one with ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
10 invention to include the moving to an administrative domain and placing the call via a 
home gatekeeper with the methods of claims 2 and 31 for the same reasons and 
motivation as in claims 2 and 31 . 



In regard to claims 30 and 41, Thomas and Tiedemann disclose the methods of 
1 5 claims 2 and 31 . However, Tiedemann lacks what Thomas further discloses, that is 
"address portability includes, for selected information in the message, having a same 
source address, a same destination address and different intermediate addresses (col. 
5, lines 45-52 where the destination address is the alias address which is constant no 
matter what and the source address must be present in the message otherwise replies 
20 and further communication would not be possible because there would be no return 

address, the intermediate addresses consist of the list of gateways that must be passed 
through en route to the destination)." It would have been obvious to one with ordinary 
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skill in the art at the time of invention to include the address portability with the methods 
of claims 2 and 31 for the same reasons and motivation as in claims 2 and 31 . 

Claims 5 and 34 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
5 Thomas and Tiedemann as applied to claims 4 and 33 above, and further in view of 
Chau et al. (U.S. Patent 5,764,750). 

In regard to claims 5 and 34, Thomas and Tiedemann disclose the methods of 
claims 4 and 34. However, Thomas and Tiedemann lack "the alias address is an E.I 64 
number." Chau et al. however, disclose "the alias address is an E.I 64 number (col. 2, 
10 lines 11-15 show an H.323 environment; col. 23, lines 5-8 and 16-23 show the alias 
address is an E.I 64 number and although the alias address in this case is a phone 
number, as per applicant's specification the alias address could also be a user ID as in 
Thomas)." It would have been obvious to one with ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
invention to make the alias address an E.I 64 number for the purpose of allowing the 
1 5 gatekeeper to map the address to a network routable address. The motivation being to 
allow communication over the network. 



20 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Joshua Kading whose telephone number is (703) 305- 
0342. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F: 8:30AI\/I-5PM. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Douglas Olms can be reached on (703) 305-4703. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
5 Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
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